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Introduction 
Despite the enormous social changes which have taken place in Ireland in recent decades, marriage 
remains a popular institution in the jurisdiction. According to the Central Statistics Office of Ireland, 
over 22,000 marriages were registered in 2017.1 As the Supreme Court recently observed: ‘Despite 
the factual reality that many couples do not choose to marry, marriage remains a central feature of 
Irish life for the majority.’2 Further emphasising its importance in Ireland, the court noted that the 
constitutional pledge to guard the institution of marriage with ‘special care’ as carried in Article 
41.3.1°, ‘remains in place and must be accorded full respect’.3 
Cognisant of its social, legal and cultural importance, Irish marriage law has undergone significant 
reform and modernisation, most notably in the past 15 years. The Civil Registration Act 2004 (as 
amended) has radically altered how parties can marry in Ireland, liberalising the restrictions on the 
appropriate location for marriage ceremonies and affording legal recognition to secular ceremonies 
such as those celebrated by the Humanist Association of Ireland.4 There has also been significant 
reform of who can marry whom. In May 2015, Ireland became the first country in the world to 
introduce marriage equality by popular vote. Article 41.4 of Bunreacht na hÉireann now provides that 
‘marriage may be contracted in accordance with law by two parties without distinction as to their 
sex’.5 At a legislative level, same-sex marriage is facilitated through the Marriage Act 2015.  
Viewed in light of these developments, Irish marriage law might reasonably be regarded as quite 
progressive with access to marriage seeming to no longer be an issue of concern. Yet despite 
appearances, there are elements of Irish marriage law, specifically the broad range of relationships 
still prohibited in Ireland, which are distinctly old-fashioned and remain in need of modernisation. The 
law as it pertains to these relationships and the likely direction of any reform seeking to facilitate 
greater access to marriage are the focus of this article.  
 
1 Central Statistics Office, Marriage in 2017 (29 March 2018) available to download from 
http://www.cso.ie/en/releasesandpublications/er/mar/marriages2017/ (accessed 29 March 2018). Of these 
marriages, same sex marriages accounted for 3.4%. The number of marriages conducted in Ireland appears to 
be relatively stable with 22,000-22,600 marriages registered each year since 2014.  
2 HAH v SAA & ors [2017] IESC 40 at [99]. 
3 HAH v SAA & ors [2017] IESC 40 at [99]. 
4 See Susan Leahy and Kathryn O’Sullivan, ’Changing Conceptions of Marriage in Ireland: Law and Practice’ 
(2018) 30(3) Child and Family Law Quarterly 279-300. 
5 The referendum passed by 62 percent with a 60 percent turnout. 
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Part I: Consanguinity and Affinity in Irish Marriage Law 
Pursuant to section 2 of the Civil Registration Act 2004 (as amended), a marriage is considered void if 
it would be void by virtue of the Marriage Act 1835 (as amended). This, it is believed, means that the 
prohibited degrees of relationship continue to be those originally carried in the Marriages Act 1537.6 
Marriages caught by the 1835 Act are considered void ab initio.  
First, on the basis of ‘consanguinity’, the prohibition extends as far as blood relationships in the third 
degree.7 A woman is thus prohibited from marrying her grandfather, father, uncle, brother, son, 
grandson or nephew while a man is prohibited from marrying his grandmother, mother, aunt, sister, 
daughter, granddaughter or niece.8 Second, on the basis of ‘affinity’, a woman is not permitted to 
marry the former husband of her grandmother, mother, aunt, daughter, niece or granddaughter.9 She 
is equally prohibited from marrying her former husband's grandfather, father, uncle, son, nephew or 
grandson. Equivalent prohibitions also apply to men. Although as initially enacted a person was 
prohibited from marrying the brother or sister of a former spouse, robust campaigning throughout 
much of the Nineteenth Century ultimately ended in reform which permitted such marriages where 
the spouse was deceased with the introduction of the Deceased Wife’s Sister’s Marriage Act 1907 as 
amended by the Deceased Brother’s Widow’s Marriage Act 1921.10 A further exemption to the rules 
on affinity emerged in Ireland in the 2006 High Court decision of O’Shea and O’Shea v Ireland & the 
Attorney General.11 In O’Shea, Laffoy J considered the prohibition carried in section 3(2) of the 1907 
Act (as amended) on a person marrying, as in this case, the sibling of a divorced spouse. Viewing the 
right to marry as subsumed under Article 40.3.1°, Laffoy J considered the extent to which that right 
was infringed by the prohibition and whether the restrictions were justified. Finding for the applicants, 
she held the requirement pursuant to the 1907 Act that a spouse be deceased was unconstitutional, 
thus effectively removing the prohibition on marrying a former spouse’s sibling where the first 
marriage was terminated by divorce.12 Finally, the impediments to marriage based on consanguinity 
 
6 However, note the potential impact of the newly discovered Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 as discussed below. 
7 Note these prohibitions apply equally to relationships of the half-blood as to the whole blood, however, they 
do not apply to relationships by adoption.  
8 Oddly, as John Mee, ‘Marriage Partnership and the Prohibited Degrees of Relationship’ (2009) 27 Irish Law 
Times 259 highlights, a marriage with one's great-grandparent, a relation in the third degree, is permitted. 
9 The prohibition of affinity, Finlay explained, is ‘little more than an analogical extension of the prohibition 
against marriage within the prohibited degrees of consanguinity.’ See H.A. Finlay, ‘Farewell to Affinity and the 
Calculus of Kinship’ (1975) 5(1) University of Tasmania Law Review 16, 19. 
10 See Nancy F. Anderson, ‘The "Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister Bill" Controversy: Incest Anxiety and 
the Defense of Family Purity in Victorian England’ (1982) 21(2) Journal of British Studies 67-86. See also 
Margareth Lanzinger, ‘Widowers and their Sisters-in-Law: Family crises, horizontally organised relationships 
and affinal relatives in the nineteenth century’ (2018) 23(2) The History of the Family 175-195. 
11 [2007] 1 ILRM 460. 
12 Interestingly, as a provision of a pre-1937 statute, section 3(2) did not enjoy a presumption of 
constitutionality. Moreover, although, of itself, this decision cannot be relied up on as an authority for the 
relaxation of other prohibitions, Harding notes ‘it is arguable that arguments of rational justification and 
proportionality used could be applied to any of the existing rules prohibiting marriage between people related 
by affinity’. See Meabh Harding, ‘The Curious Incident of the Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 and the Irish Statute 
Book’ (2012) 32(1) Legal Studies 78, 98. See also Maebh Harding, '"To affinity and beyond" : a critical analysis 
of the law on marriage within prohibited degrees of relationship ' in Tone Sverdrup and Katharina Boele-
Woelki (eds), European challenges in contemporary family law (Intersentia 2008). 
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and affinity outlined above have recently been extended, ‘subject to any necessary modifications’, to 
same-sex marriages.13 
Part II: Direction of Reform Internationally  
Although Irish law has seen an extension of the traditional prohibitions to marriage to an even wider 
category of relationships,14 over much of the Twentieth Century various other common law 
jurisdictions with broadly similar social contexts and norms have moved in the opposite direction, 
reforming and reducing the range of prohibited relationships.15  
In New Zealand, the prohibited degrees of relationship are set out in Schedule 2 of the Marriage Act 
1955. The list of relationships prohibited on the basis of consanguinity mirrors that applicable in 
Ireland. The list of prohibited relationships based on affinity, while slightly narrower than that applied 
in Ireland, is still extensive, prohibiting relationships with a parent-in-law, grandparent-in-law, son- or 
daughter-in-law, grandson- or granddaughter-in-law, step-parent, step-grandparent, step-child, step-
grandchild.16 Where a couple are within the prohibited degrees of affinity, however, they may apply 
to the Family Court for an order dispensing with the prohibition. Section 15(2) of the 1955 Act 
provides:  
‘Any persons who are not within the degrees of consanguinity but are within the degrees of 
affinity prohibited by … Schedule 2 may apply to the High Court for its consent to their 
marriage, and the court, if it is satisfied that neither party to the intended marriage has by his 
or her conduct caused or contributed to the cause of the termination of any previous marriage 
of the other party, may make an order dispensing with the prohibition contained in Schedule 
2 so far as it relates to the parties to the application and, if such an order is made, that 
prohibition shall cease to apply to the parties.’17 
Elsewhere, the prohibited degrees of relationship ‘have been progressively narrowed’ in England and 
Wales,18 with fewer categories of prospective spouses continuing to be affected than in Ireland or New 
Zealand. Although pursuant to the Marriage Act 1949 (as amended), a person may not marry his or 
 
13 Section 5 of the Marriage Act 2015 inserts a new section 2A into the Civil Registration Act 2004 which 
provides: 
‘(1) For the purposes of this Act, any prohibition in this Act or any other enactment or rule of law on 
marriage between two persons of the opposite sex arising by virtue of a relationship of consanguinity 
or affinity between them, shall, subject to any necessary modifications, apply to marriage between 
two persons of the same sex as it applies to marriage between two persons of the opposite sex. 
(2) A marriage purported to be solemnised which contravenes a prohibition referred to in subsection 
(1) shall be void.’ 
To this extent, the approach adopted diverged from that applied on the introduction of civil partnership, see 
below. 
14 See below for further discussion. 
15 See Mary Ann Glendon, The Transformations of Family Law: State, Law and Family in the United States and 
Western Europe (1989, University of Chicago Press). 
16 See section 15(1) of the Marriage Act 1955 and section 31 of the Family Proceedings Act 1980. Schedule 2(2) 
provides: ‘The prohibited degrees of marriage apply whether the relationships described are by the whole 
blood or by the half blood.’ 
17 Although the New Zealand Law Commission, Preliminary Paper 38, Adoption: Options for Reform (Wellington 
1999) at [303] seemed to support the amendment of this section, removing the focus on conduct and the 
reasons for the termination any previous marriage, no such reform appears to have been forthcoming.  
18 Rebecca Probert, Family Law in England and Wales (2011, Kluwer) 75.  
4 | P a g e  
 
her parent, grandparent, child, grandchild, sibling, aunt or uncle, niece or nephew, the only prohibited 
relationships based on affinity are those between a step-parent and step-child as well as those 
between a step-grandparent and step-grandchild.19 Relationships between in-laws are not prohibited. 
Other common law jurisdictions have gone even further. In Australia, section 23B(2) of the Marriage 
Act 1961 (as amended) sets out the prohibited degrees of relationship in the jurisdiction simply 
stating:   
‘Marriages of parties within a prohibited relationship are marriages: 
Between a person and an ancestor or descendant of the person; or  
Between a brother and sister (whether of the whole blood or the half-blood).’ 
Thus there is no prohibition on a relationship between an uncle and a niece or an aunt and a nephew. 
All of the prohibitions on relationships of affinity have, moreover, been removed.20 Such prohibitions 
on affines have also been removed in Canada. Section 2(2) of the federal Marriage (Prohibited 
Degrees) Act 1990 provides: 
‘No person shall marry another person if they are related lineally, or as brother or sister or 
half-brother or half-sister, including by adoption.’ 
Part III: A Likelihood of Reform 
Although a little late to the party in comparison to the jurisdictions outlined above, various reports 
and academic commentaries over the past 30 years have also called for reform of the prohibitions to 
marriage in Ireland.21 Legal developments in the past 15 years would seem to strengthen these calls. 
Mee notes, in light of B and L v United Kingdom,22 ‘it seems likely… that at least some of the affinity 
prohibitions in Irish law are unconstitutional and/or contrary to the [European Convention on Human 
Rights]’.23 Moreover, the re-appearance of the Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 on the Irish statute book in 
2007 has further confused the law in this area.24 Designed to provide legitimacy for the marriage of 
Henry VIII to Jane Seymour, the Act clarified and extended the prohibited degrees of relationship, 
reintroducing the doctrine of affinity by sexual relations. While the legal position of the 1537 Act in 
this jurisdiction remains far from clear and, according to Harding, ‘would not withstand a modern 
 
19 See, for example, the Marriage (Prohibited Degrees) Relationship Act 1931, the Marriage Enabling Act 1960, 
the Marriage (Prohibited Degrees of Relationship) Act 1986 and the Marriage Act 1949 (Remedial Order) 2007 
SI 2007/438. The most recent changes arose in response to the decision of the European Court of Human 
Rights in B and L v United Kingdom [2006] 1 FLR 35; [2005] FCR 353 (ECHR) noted below. 
20 For an overview of the history of marriage in Australia, see Henry Finlay, To Have But Not To Hold: A history 
of attitudes to marriage and divorce in Australia 1858-1975 (2005, The Federation Press). 
21 See Law Reform Commission, Report on Nullity of Marriage (LRC 9-1984) 45-48; 130-144; Law Society Law 
Reform Committee, Nullity of Marriage: the Case for Reform (October 2001); Interdepartmental Committee on 
Reform of Marriage Law, Discussion Paper No. 5 (September 2004).9-22; John Mee, ‘Marriage Partnership and 
the Prohibited Degrees of Relationship’ (2009) 27 Irish Law Times 259-264; Meabh Harding, ‘The Curious 
Incident of the Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 and the Irish Statute Book’ (2012) 32(1) Legal Studies 78-108. 
22 B and L v United Kingdom [2006] 1 FLR 35; [2005] FCR 353 (ECHR). 
23 John Mee, ‘Marriage Partnership and the Prohibited Degrees of Relationship’ (2009) 27 Irish Law Times 259. 
24 Meabh Harding, ‘The Curious Incident of the Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 and the Irish Statute Book’ (2012) 
32(1) Legal Studies 78. 
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constitutional challenge’,25 its re-emergence certainly adds the call for a review and reform of the law 
in this area.26 
Interestingly, various proposals advanced by the Law Reform Commission in 198427 and, twenty years 
later, by the Interdepartmental Committee on Reform of Marriage Law in 2004,28 were introduced in 
relation to civil partnership through the Civil Partnership and Certain Rights and Obligations of 
Cohabitants Act 2010. Most significant among these reforms was the removal of prohibitions based 
on affinity for prospective civil partners.29 Pursuant to a then new Third Schedule which was 
introduced into the Civil Registration Act 2004 via section 26 of the 2010 Act, only relationships based 
on consanguinity were prohibited.30 Although it was thought at the time that the reforms introduced 
in the 2010 Act were suggestive of a legislative intention to update the rules regarding the prohibited 
relationships for marriage, no such reform has been forthcoming. While there was arguably an 
opportunity for such reform with the introduction of the Marriage Act 2015, the legislature instead 
chose to retain and extend the existing prohibitions applicable to opposite-sex marriage to same sex 
marriages subject only ‘any necessary modifications’.31  
Whether and to what extent greater access to marriage will be facilitated through the reform of the 
prohibitions remains very unclear.32 Although Irish law adopts a slightly more conservative approach 
than other common law jurisdictions in defining the categories of relationship prohibited on the basis 
of consanguinity – with these categories further extended in the context of civil partnership to include 
relationships of grandaunt/granduncle and grandniece/grandnephew – it is arguably unlikely there 
will be any significant reform with a view to reducing the range of relationship caught.33 As Finlay 
noted, ‘the prohibition of marriage between persons closely related to one another by consanguinity 
 
25 Maebh Harding, ‘The Curious Incident of the Marriage Act (no 2) 1537 and the Irish Statute Book’ (2012) 
32(1) Legal Studies 78, 108. 
26 Note, the proposals advanced in 2004 by the Interdepartmental Committee had already been subject to 
some critique, see John Mee, ‘Marriage Partnership and the Prohibited Degrees of Relationship’ (2009) 27 Irish 
Law Times 259.  
27 Law Reform Commission, Report on Nullity of Marriage (LRC 9-1984). 
28 Interdepartmental Committee on Reform of Marriage Law, Discussion Paper No. 5 (September 2004). 
29 Somewhat controversially, the 2010 Act did however add two new classes of prohibited relationship based 
on consanguinity and adoption, see below. 
30 The retention of the prohibitions on the basis of consanguinity in the context of same sex relationships has 
been questioned, see below.  
31 Therefore it would appear a same sex couple could have entered a civil partnership and now be unable to 
convert to a marriage if that relationship was one based on affinity given the different prohibited relationships 
identified pursuant to the Civil Partnership and Certain Rights and Obligations of Cohabitants Act 2010 and the 
Marriage Act 2015.  
32 Deputy Howlin noted on the introduction of the then Civil Partnership Bill 2009, the prohibitions on 
marriage exist ‘for good reasons’. Civil Partnership Bill 2009: Report and Final Stages, Dáil Éireann debate -  
Thursday, 1 Jul 2010 available at https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/dail/2010-07-01/28/  
[Accessed 01 November 2018]. 
33 See John Mee, ‘Marriage Partnership and the Prohibited Degrees of Relationship’ (2009) 27 Irish Law Times 
259 for a critique of this development. He appeared to be in favour of permitting marriage between 
uncle/niece or aunt/nephew at 261. Having regard to equivalent prohibitions in the US, Martha C Nussbaum, 
‘The Right to Marry’ (2010) 98(3) California Law Review 667 goes even further. She notes at 689 ‘it's unclear 
that there is any strong state interest that should block adult brothers and sisters from marrying. (The health 
risk involved is no greater than in many cases where marriage is permitted.)’. See also Martha C Nussbaum, 
From Disgust to Humanity: Sexual Orientation and Constitutional Law (Oxford University Press, 2010) 154-155. 
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has in most societies been part of the accepted order of things’.34 Fears in relation to genetic 
complications and power abuse, in particular, continue to carry much weight in Irish family law and 
policy. In considering the Thirty-Fourth Amendment of the Constitution (Marriage Equality) Bill 2015 
which facilitated the Marriage Equality referendum in Ireland, Senator Bacik highlighted the legitimacy 
of State intervention in limiting the right to marry ‘where a choice of partner might involve potential 
harm’, citing, as an example of such intervention, the ‘standard’ rules on consanguinity.35 Fears in 
relation to the potential harm caused by consanguineous relationships were again raised in Seanad 
Éireann in relation to Children and Family Relationships Bill 2015. Considering the issues around intra-
familial gamete donation, the then Minister for Justice and Equality Frances Fitzgerald noted ‘there 
are both intragenerational and intergenerational issues and, clearly, this is very complex.’36 Reflecting 
on the wider issues of consanguinity and incest, she added:  
‘…we have the Punishment of Incest Act 1908, as amended, with its provisions on [incest]. We 
also have the rules and legislation in regard to marriage not being permitted between 
individuals within prohibited degrees of relationships on the basis of consanguinity, for 
example, parents, grandchildren, brothers or sisters, including half-siblings, aunts, uncles, 
nephews and nieces. There is a whole issue in that regard.’ 37 
The appropriateness of the consanguinity (and affinity) prohibitions have been questioned, however, 
in so far as they now extend to homosexual couples. Senator Norris, a vocal advocate for reform of 
this area, has repeatedly raised the issue.38 In response, then Minister Fitzgerald explained the 
rationale behind the 2015 extension of the full prohibitions to same sex couples and the ‘overall policy 
that this implementation Bill should interfere as little as possible with existing provisions of marriage 
law, as well as making only the changes necessary to deliver on the decision of the people in the 
referendum’.39 Notwithstanding this, however, she went on to suggest the possibility of a forthcoming 
review focusing particularly on access to marriage for those related by affinity: 
 ‘The Department of Justice and Equality and the Department Social Protection are 
considering a review of prohibited degrees of relationship based on affinity and the 
prohibitions based on familial relationships by marriage. I agree with Senator David Norris that 
some should be reviewed and we will look at that issue. The prohibited degrees are not 
 
34 Henry A. Finlay, ‘Farewell to Affinity and the Calculus of Kinship’ (1975) 5(1) University of Tasmania Law 
Review 16, 19. For an overview of social perspectives on consanguinity, see Alan H. Bittles, Consanguinity in 
Context  (2012, Cambridge University Press). 
35 Thirty-fourth Amendment of the Constitution (Marriage Equality) Bill 2015: Second Stage, Seanad Éireann 
debate - Wednesday, 25 Mar 2015 - available at https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-
03-25/13/ [accessed 20 September 2018].  
36 Children and Family Relationships Bill 2015: Committee Stage, Seanad Éireann debate - Thursday, 26 Mar 
2015 available at https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-03-26/6/ [accessed 20 
September 2018].  
37 Children and Family Relationships Bill 2015: Committee Stage, Seanad Éireann debate - Thursday, 26 Mar 
2015 available at https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-03-26/6/ (emphasis added). 
[accessed 20 September 2018] 
38 Marriage Bill 2015: Second Stage, Seanad Éireann debate - Tuesday, 20 Oct 2015 available at 
https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-10-20/13/ [accessed 20 September 2018].  
39 Marriage Bill 2015: Second Stage, Seanad Éireann debate - Tuesday, 20 Oct 2015 available at 
https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-10-20/13/ [accessed 20 September 2018] 
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exclusively about genetics but about power disparity or abuse within families. Clearly, a range 
of issues must be considered when we look at the matter.’40 
Although to the author’s knowledge no such review seems to have been undertaken,41 it is submitted 
that at least some of the prohibitions on the basis of affinity, specifically, ought to be removed from 
the Irish statute book. Admittedly, on one hand, it is arguable that akin to England and Wales the 
prohibitions on relationships between step-parents and step-children or step-grandparents and step-
grandchildren ought to be retained given the potential for abuse. As Murphy explains:   
‘… if men were generally permitted to marry their step-daughters, this might facilitate (or at 
least not strongly enough discourage) adult abuse of relatively young girls. In addition, it might 
also be thought objectionable if step-parents were permitted to marry their step-children, 
especially where there is a history of the latter having been treated as a children of the family. 
Such quasi-incestuous marriages are perceived as having the capacity to destabilise “normal” 
family life.’42 
On the other hand, however, the prohibitions preventing in-laws from marrying are arguably 
inappropriate in modern Ireland with former Minister Fitzgerald cautiously acknowledging herself  
that such prohibitions ‘may be outmoded’.43  
Conclusion 
Referring to the Concise Oxford English Dictionary, Finlay explained: ‘The prohibited degrees, both of 
consanguinity and of affinity, have been the legal expression of the principle of exogamy, which is the 
“custom of compelling man to marry outside his own tribe”.’44 Having regard to the extensive 
prohibitions to marriage which continue to apply in Ireland, it is strongly arguable that the implicit 
legal definition of an Irish man (or woman)’s ‘own tribe’ is too broadly construed.  
Like many of our common law counterparts discussed above, social attitudes and mores, particularly 
as they relate to marriage and kinship, have undergone profound change in Ireland.45  Although in 
some regards the Irish legislature has proved remarkably responsive to these changes in modernising 
many aspects of Irish marriage law, the failure to revise and update the prohibitions to marriage as 
have been discussed here ensure the task remains unfinished. While fears in relation to consanguinity, 
whether based on genetic considerations or otherwise, may continue to justify the retention of some 
of the prohibitions to marriage carried in the Marriages Act 1537,46 the denial of access to marriage 
 
40 Marriage Bill 2015: Second Stage, Seanad Éireann debate - Tuesday, 20 Oct 2015 available at 
https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-10-20/13/ [accessed 20 September 2018] 
41 There is no public record of a review having taken place. 
42 John Murphy, International Dimensions of Family Law (2005, Manchester University Press) 103. However, as 
noted above, such prohibitions are not inevitable and do not apply in Canada or Australia.  
43 Marriage Bill 2015: Committee and Remaining Stages, Seanad Éireann debate - Thursday, 22 Oct 2015 
available at https://www.oireachtas.ie/en/debates/debate/seanad/2015-10-22/14/ [accessed 20 September 
2018].  
44 Henry A. Finlay, ‘Farewell to Affinity and the Calculus of Kinship’ (1975) 5(1) University of Tasmania Law 
Review 16, 19. 
45 For a detailed consideration of how Irish marriage as a concept and a practice has changed, see Susan Leahy 
and Kathryn O’Sullivan, ‘Changing Conceptions of Marriage in Ireland: Law and Practice’ (2018) 30(3) Child and 
Family Law Quarterly 279-300. 
46 Note, the online and media response to Norris’s comments on consanguinity in 2015 is interesting in 
perhaps giving insight into the social acceptability of such relationships in Ireland, see ‘David Norris says gay 
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to those in other categories of relationships – notably those caught by some of the prohibitions based 
on affinity – seems distinctly inappropriate in the Ireland of 2018. Any unnecessary, outdated or 
discriminatory impediments to accessing the constitutionally protected institution of marriage in 
Ireland cannot be justified. It is to be hoped that the momentum which appeared to be building in 
2015 for such review and reform has not been lost. 
Full citation: Kathryn O’Sullivan, ‘Access to Marriage: Consanguinity and Affinity Prohibitions in 
National and International Context’ (2019) 22(2) Irish Journal of Family Law 8-12 
 
 
cousins should be allowed to marry’ (Irish Times) 20 Oct 2015 available at 
https://www.irishtimes.com/news/ireland/irish-news/david-norris-says-gay-cousins-should-be-allowed-to-
marry-1.2399232; ‘David Norris says that gay cousins should be allowed to marry each other’ thejournal.ie 20 
Oct 2015 available at http://www.thejournal.ie/david-norris-gay-cousins-2400629-Oct2015/.  
